RECEIVED & INSPECTED

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
NB Docket No. 04-233 APR 11 2008

FCSMEH ROOM

Any new FCC rules, policies of proceduies must not viclate First Amendment righis. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopied.

i submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in ME Docket No. 04-233.

(M The FCC must not force radio stations, especially refigious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Reiligious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their

values could face increased harassment, compldinis and even loss of license for choosing to foliow their own -
consciences, rather than allowing incotmpatible viewpointsdto shape their programming. The Ficst

Amendment prohibits government, including the FGC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) . The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time Proposed public access reguirements would do so — even if & religious broadcaster

constientiously D’D}edts 1o the message. The First Amendrnent foroids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any rellglon

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly diciated by any government agericy — and
proposals o forse reporing on such tnings as wne produced what programa would irtrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4} The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proptsed mandatory special renewail
review of cerlain ciasses of applicants by the Cornmissioners fhemsetves would amount to cogrcion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay frue to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Chiistian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Cornmission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs wilh these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary io the
public interest,

les, procedures or policies discussed above.
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RECEIVED & INSPECTED

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
B Docket No. 04233

APR 1 1 2008
RWHWWHOOM

Any new FC(_: rules, policies or procedurés must not violate First Amandment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

i submit the following comments in response to the Locatism Notice of Propos
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

{1y The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
paople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board propesals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those wito don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaihts and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatibte viswpointso shape their pragramming. The Ficst
Amendment prohibils government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpuoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not furn every radio station into a public forum where anyons and everyone has
rights to air time, Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religlous broadcastar

conscieniousty d‘bjec’@o the rmessage. The First Amendment forbids imposition of messagg delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specilic editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency —and
proposals to force reporiing on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. )

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which ceriain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewz! application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewai
review of cerlain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themsetves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay frue to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smailer market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a} by requiring

staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further resiricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary o the
public interest,

We urge the FCC not to adopt rufes, prof:edures or policies discussed above,
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
B Docket No. 04-233

L submit the following comments in response to the Localism Natice of Proposedi
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendmem righis. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRIM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters wha resist advice from those who don’i share their

values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own -
congctences, cathar than allowing incorapatible viewpointsdo shape their programming. The First

Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpaints a broadcaster,
particidarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not turm every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously ob;ects to the message. The First Amendrment forbids imposition of message defivery
mandates on any rellglon

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of prograrmmming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any governmeni agency — and
proposals fo force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would irtrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automnatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewai
feview of certain classes of applicants by the Corrimissioners themsetves would amount 1o coercion ol
rafigious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face lorg, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on-tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes {o further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, prd'cedures or policies discussed above.
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Cormuments in Response to Localisn Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
wiB Docket WMo. 04-233

I submit the following commenits in response to the Localism Netice of Proposef)
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or proceduras must not violate First Amendment righis. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so ~ and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must hot force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people whao do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
vailues coutd face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of licenss for choosing to follow their own
conscietces, rather than allowing incorapatible viewpoinissto shape their programming. The Fiest
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC musi not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time, _Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously ob]eci\o rie message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of messagg delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information, The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any govemment agency —and
proposals 1o force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which cerfain ficensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review 0f certain classes of applicants by the Cornmissioners themsetves would armount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewatl proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular

stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further

squeeze niche and smaller markst broadcasters, by substantiafty raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
niublkic intecest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, proéedures or policies discussed above.
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"RECEVED & INSPECTED

Commenits in Response to Localista Notice of Proposed Rulemaking APR 11 2008
WiB Docket No. 04-233

‘ I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Netice of Proposed Ru !F@@‘(MAILROOM
‘NPRM", released Jan. 24, 2008 in MB Dacket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment righis. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so ~ and must not be adopied.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incampatible viewpointssto shape their prograrmming. The Ficst

Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2} Jhe FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air tima, Proposed public access regquirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

gonsciertiousty Dbjsc}s\io the message, The First Amendment forbids irmposition of messagg delivery
mandates an any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency —and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what progrdms would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

%) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renswal system in which cerjain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewsl application processing. The proposed mandatory special renawal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themseives would amourt to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay frue to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smalter market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposas to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (&) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, {b) by further restricting main stwdio focation choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks —and curiailed service is contrary to the
public inferast.

WEe urge the FCC not to adopt rules, pro(:edures or policies discussed above.
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RECEIVED & INSPECTED

Comiments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking : ’
B Docket o. 04-233 APR 11 2008

I'subimit the fallowing comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed R @@%ﬁ :
"NFPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. F AILROOM

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, io fake advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadeasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could {ace increased harassment, complainis and even loss of licensa for choosing to foliow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The Ficst

Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present,

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyong and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a refigious broadicaster

conscientiousty objetts to the message. The First Amendrnent forbids irmpositon of message defivery
mandates on any religion.

{3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-miaking information. The choice
of programming, especially refigious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to jorce reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intruds on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish & two-tieréd renewal system in which certaln licensees would be

autornatically barred from routine renewsl application processing. The proposed mandatory special renawal

review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themsetves would armount 1o coercion of N,
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they

correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public inferest,

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking ‘ ’ RECEIVED & INSPECTED
B Docket No. G4-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulg makin&ﬁf& I1 2008
‘NPRIM", released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. AE%?MAILROOM

proposat_s c!iscussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopied.

{1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, te take advice from .
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory hoard propasals would impose such ™.
uncanstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their '
values could face increased harassment, complainis and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First

Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,

particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must nof turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyane has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if & religious broadcaster

consciettiously abjects 1o the message. The First Amendrnent fortids imposition of message uefivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of prograrming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced whiai programs would intnide on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not estabiish a two-tieréd renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barrad from routine renewel application processing. The proposed mandatory spetial renswal
review of cenain classes of apphicants by the Commissioners themsetves would armount 1o coercion of *,
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs couid face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: {a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio focation choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks ~ and curiailed service is contrary to ine
public interest.

We urge the FCC }ot’t_o adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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RECEIVED & INSPEGTED

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking '
KB Docket No. 04-233 APR 1 1 2008

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Dacket No. 04-233.

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed RU 1@6&; m'a -
AILROOM

Any naw FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number o‘f
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — ang must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals wold impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Reiligious broadcasters who resist advice fram those who don't share thsir
values could face increased harassmeni, complaints and even loss of licensa for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The Fiest
Amendment prohibits government, inciuding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(_2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements woutld do so — even if & religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects o the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message defivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especialiy religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals fo force reporting on such things s who produced wiat programs wouid irtrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices,

{4} The FCC must not estabiish a two-tiertd renewat system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renawal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount 1o coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
caorrespond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is offen a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sgueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further resiricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interast;

We urge the FCC not to adogt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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RECEVED & INGPECTED |

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233 APR 1 1 2008

I submit the following comments in response to the Localisrn Notice fE %sﬁiwfm@“ne

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in M3 Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so —~ and must not be adopted.

{1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassmert, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a refigious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choicss.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees wouid be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves wouid amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face fong, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

5 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secufar
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sgueaze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantiaily raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,
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RECEVED & INSPECTED

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

MB Docket No. 04-233 APR 11 2008

{ submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposdd Rulemaking (the

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233 FCC-MA\LROOM

number of

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment ri
proposais discussed in the NPRM, if enacied, wouid do so — and must not be adopted.

{1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
vaiues could face increased harassment, compiainis and even ioss of license for choosing to foliow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, inciuding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a pubiic forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements wouid do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiousiy objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3} The FCC must not force reveiation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not estabiish a two-tiered renewail system in which certain iicensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves wouid amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beiiefs couid face iong, expensive and poientiaily ruinous renewai proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a chalienge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever g station is on the ajr and, {b) by further resiricting main studio iocation choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

} submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of P
‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233,

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incornpatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public accass requirements would do so — even 'if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4} The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
reiigious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings,

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a chailenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
saueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, {b) by further restricting main studio focation choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notlce of Prqpose 1 ) 8
(the“NPRM™), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. Any ney FC Tlpo Icie

or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of propdsals dlscusseﬂ_lﬁBbM
NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values:"The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don’t share their values could face incteaséd harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own tonsciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape
their programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from
dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone
has rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious
broadcaster conscientiously objects o the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of
message delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The
choice of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any
government agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what
programs would intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory
special renewal review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would
amount to coercion of religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and
present only the messages they correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and
potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to
further squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two
ways: (a) by requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further
restricting main studio location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service
cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary 1o the public interest. We urge the FCC not to adopt
rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Pro osed fdemakipgng
(the“NPRM™), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. Any new FCC rules, policies

or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of propo Ty it
NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted. %-Wﬂﬁ&oM

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don’t share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape
their programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from
dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone
has rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious
broadcaster conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of
message delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The
choice of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any
government agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what
programs would intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory
special renewal review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would
amount to coercion of religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and
present only the messages they correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and
potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to
further squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two
ways: (a) by requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further
restricting main studio location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service
cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the public interest. We urge the FCC not to adopt
rules, pr cedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, pelicies or procedures must nol violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposats discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do s0 — and must not be adopted.

(N The FCC must not lorce radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose stich
unconstitutional mandates. Religicus broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
vaiues could lace increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license lor choosing to lollow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from diclating whal viewpoints a broadcasler,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public aceess requirements would do so — even il a refigious broadcaster
conscientiously abjects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3 The FCC must not force revelation of specilic editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any governmenl agency ~ and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspoend to their beliefs could face long, expensive and polentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasiers operate on tight budgets, as do many smalier market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller markel broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main sludio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, precedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
value§ could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consctences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpaints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tumn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposad public access reqguiremenis wouid do so -- aven if a raligious hroadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion,

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who preduced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must noj establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners thgmselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller markel secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks ~ and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. ‘, — '
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We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Ruiemaking (the
‘NPRM"}, released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutionat mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
vatues couid face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadc;as'ter, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requiremenis wouid de so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) TFhe FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing.. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
reiigious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smatler market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. - Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtatled service is contrary to the
public interest. L : i '
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We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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